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Results

Table 1. Support for candidate models predicting nest survival
during the breeding season. The null model represents constant
daily survival.
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Nest survival increased with available cover
but only to a certain threshold
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Figure 5. Effect size (6 + 85% confidence intervals) for each variable in
the nest survival analysis. Rotation and rest-rotafion systems measured
In relation to season-long grazing.

« Nest survival models using Program MARK
» Hierarchical model selection using AlC.

'Montana State University, Department of Animal and Range Sciences
2Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks



